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Me John McGulggin, P £

US Department of Transportation

Volpe Nahonal Transpostation Sygtems Canter
55 Broadway, DT$-33

Kendall Square

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02142

Subject Rany Creek Restoration Project

Dear Mr McGuiggin.

CDM has reviewed the letter report prepared by Water Consulting Inc (WCT) dated
February 27, 2002, prepased on behalf of Mr Packer that you forwarded We offer the
following comments

Flow rate

a CDM did not avaluate mumerous flow rate scenanos for Rainy Creek Based on speaking
wath Mr Pukerduﬁngnsimmmndmd&m&mwmchaﬂven on Mr
Parker's propexty has not been ohserved flow full even during spring thaws was a

conservative assumption

s In addition, CDM confirmed that this assumption was conservative by contacting Mr Van
Sweanngan from the Montana Department of Transportation (DOT) to mvestigate that the
ifkelthood of an overflow condition at the culvert was extremely remote Mr Swearmgen
confirmed that thére has never been a problem with capaaty of the culvert beneath
Highway 37, and even dunng spring runoff periods the
The Montana DOT has no plans to upgrade the culvert under Highway 37 as 1t has never
been a problem and does not flow near capadity The approach on thus emexgency removal
project has been to replace physical featuras and improvements damaged dunng the
removal of ashestosecontaining matersals in kand Sunce informanon we obtained indicates
that the 48~nch culvert pipe on Mr Parker s property and the S44nch concrete culvert
undar Highway 37, we recommended replacing the damaged 48-inch pipe with a new
alunintzed coated steel pipe the same diameter, with end flates added Based on >
limdted mformation provided by WCI, CDM carmot evaluate the flow rafes presented |
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Precipitabon data and run-off area used m thy
exr calculations This mformad ¢
included in their report, and thelr conclusion is contradictory to “loggl gowc;z:é "

® Also, noteworthy is that WCT's tip-rap nems 1 T
what CDM recornmanded for the R‘h't}'alcl‘ceekuh ecomaend Type II rip-rap whach is

Chamngl Geometry

= WCI makes reference to Highway 56 Does WCI mean FHighway 377 WCI references a reach
of Rawny Creek upstream of Highway 56, no location, map was provided to evaluate the
appropriatensss of a comparison wth the reach of Rainy Creek located on Mr Parker's
property WCI mndicates that the “reference reach” displayed similar valley slope and
charactenstics as the Parker section of Ramny Creek prior to restoraton. CDM 1 unaware of

any pre- restoration survey and assessment. We would appreqiate receving a copy of the
mformation that to avalua deter on.

= WCI shonld also recogruze that it wag not tha Gove ective
Creek. The obyective of the remediation of the Rainy Creek banks was to remove asbestos
contaning material and restore the Creek to its pre-remediation conditions to the extent
practical The creek bottom was, to the exterit posstble not to be disturbed as 1t had
accepted flows without washouts ears

Longitudinal Profile
/
» WCI makes reference to Highway 56 Does WCI mean Highway 377 -

= The slope and creek bed gmw during the emergency
removal phase of asbestos remediation work m Libby, except from rmpacts of vegetation
removal No sedtment oxTher matenajivas to be removed from the creek bottom dunng
thus phase of remediation. The Government's direction for the emergency ramoval that has
been completed was toremnadiate the creek banks only The creek bed matenals woyld be
remediated@iring a Futurpphase of asbestos remediation project. As such, CDM has not
evaluated or designed restorstion opHons for the creek bed CDM agreesthat either np-rap
or other measures will fieed to be unplemented for the Rawy Creek bed if step pools are to
be created CDM expects that the Volpe Center wall request thus evaluation and design to
be performed during 2002.
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work completed In 2001 construchon was completed during the emergency removal

= CDM will evalvate energy dussipation alternatives wher teaked to do so by the Vol
Canter pe

Rip-Rap Stzing and Installation

= While CDM and WCT used different Bow rates in the rip-rap sizing calculation both
recommended Montana DOT Type II rip-rap

L1 £+® The np-rap placed an the soyth bank of rsized and wasplaced asz

ire for the winter shut-down penod Type IE rip-rap was not placed
because the quarry had stopped blastang operations for the winter and Typs U rip-rap was
not available at that hme

y/ ® CDM’s ensite evaluaton of the north bank riperap is that1t 18 approprately sized and has
been appropriately placed

8 The objectrve of the bank phass of the remediation was to leave the creek bed undisturbed
to the extent practicable Creek bed remediation has not been addressed i the emergenc
regrioval phase of the project The drawings inducate that the np-rap be keyed o the creed
bed_Thus will be checked by test pit excavation in Spring 2002

Culvert Capacity and Fish Passage

s The objective of the emergency removal action 18 to replace phystral features and
mprovements damaged or disturbed during asbestos removals in-kind A 48-inch culvert
was damaged, removed and disposed A 48-inch culvert was replaced In additlon. based

ou ltems discussed, above and discussion with the Montana D
there 18 no fustification for a larger culvert to be mstalied on the Parker propesty.
s The Volpe Center did not request a fish passage analysis for this phase of the remediation.

Thus type of analyms conld porentally be a component of future creek bed evaluation. And
1f authonzed by the Volpe Center constructed

a WCI again makes reference to Fighway 56 Does WCI mean Faghwav 377
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® The Montana DOT has indicated there are no curr
et plans for any modifications to th
c;ttvart beneath Highway 37 Any such modification suggestions would have mmbeo )
g [;sh;nhd to the Mantana Department of Transportation. If tasked by the Volpe Center
< will evaluate the need for baffles withun the 48-inch culvert on Mr Parker s property
moxu;??ln:mu?nththatbafﬂm withun the pipe would restnct flow The
only 0-fee y energy diss:pation devices, if
located in the creek bot:;t:sn. & ¥ vices neaded, would be better

® CDM has been tasked by the Volpe Center to plan and specify a ngorous revegetation
| effort to include native shrub and overstory speaes above the rip-rap To date the objective
has been to protect the lower portions disturbed areas with np-rap Onglnally the Parkers
ware amenable to selecting the appropnate native species and participating in their 2
planting CDM has since been tasked by the Volpe Center to develop this restoration plan. K 7/ .

4+~ Water Rights

a WCI makes 1

s No drawng or alternative mformation was avalable or provided segarding the point of
diversion (POD) referenced in WCT's letter report. If WC] ox Mr Parker were to provide the
diumensions and depth of POD then the Volpe Center could reestablish the POD dunng the

remedianon of the aeek bed or soonet, if necessary

If you have any queston or would lke to discuss this matter further please call me at your
converuence

Very truly yours,

x4

othy B Wall
Assocate
CDM Federal Programs Corporation

cc Juhe Borges - Volpe Center
Peter ] Borowiec Jr - CDM
Robert D Goltz - CDM
David F Doyle - CDM
Virginia A Roach - CDM
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March 06, 2002

Mr Timothy Wal,
Associate

CDM Federal Programs Corp
Dear Mr wal),

Mr and Mrs Parker have
reviewed th
We offer the following commments € letter response you sent to Mr John McQuiggen

In 1996 the culvert that was re nmng
placed on our property was ru full wath a thr.
head wall that required deep ditches across the road to prevent a washout # fhree foot

Your comment that “the creek bottom was not to be disturbed as 1t had accepted

flows without washouts for many, many, years” was false In 1996 the entire channel of
Rainy Creek from the lower pond above the M-way to the Kootema river was gutted of
its sou, rocks, trees, sections of the county road, and all this matenal 1s currently
deposited as a “Bar’ out into the Kootema River

Your comment “The slope and creek bed geometry of Ramy Creek were not modified
dunng emergency removal ”1s ndiculous We had two 25 long bndges across Ramny
Creek and now Peter Borowsec 1s designing the replacement for no less than 40’ spans
All vegetation including trees, shrubs and their massive root balls were pulled from the

channel

Your comment ‘“The creek bed material would be remediated duning the future phase of
asbestos remediation I believe that Mr Wall needs to talk to the folks at EPA My wife
and I will be getting “Notice of Availability” with no deed restrictions when the
restoration work 18 completed this summer

Your comment "The np rap placed on the South bank of Ramny Creek 13 undersized and
was placed as a temporary measure for Winter shut-down 15 ludicrous The np rap was
first laid on the South side of the creek then the North side and finally the banks of the
Kootenta River on the upstream side of the confluence of Rany Creek You did not put
smaller rock on the South side for Winter shutdown At the tume of your departure,

everything on Rainy Creek was n a “completed” mode

Your comntent “CDM’s ousite evaluation of the North bank np rap 1s that 1t 18
appropnately sized and has been appropnately placed ”

Yes, Mr Wall, the drawing shows that the rock 18 to be keyed into the “creek bank If
the argument of “drawn to scale” 1s correct, then we are looking at 15 inches



N
ow, I am on the understanding that all of these Spring time projects wall have been

reviewed and a decision made b
y Apnl 22, 2002 at -
finalize the total restoration plan before work beg;lsthe multi-faceted meeting 1n Libby to

LOCAL KNOWLEDGE?” as we talk about culvert capacity would seem to be himited to

Mel Parker , who has corrected
4 your agsumpt
asked for your phone number ptions and Mr Van Sweanngen, who bas

Your comment, “CDM has been tasked by the Volpe Center to plan and specify a
ngorous revegetation effort Ornginally the Parkers were amenable 10 selecting the
appropriate nature species and participating in their planting > Thank you! Yes we did
measure the areas to be revegetated, located the source and availability of the stock
Volpe was notified but unfortunately the vegetation was not secured for a small down
payment, so the matenial went to Idaho What else can I say, Sur?

Your comment, “No drawing or alternative information was available or provided
requinng the pomnt of diversion ” Once again, ludicrous! The electrical outlet which
runs the pump is on the existing restoration map The P O D could not be more obvious

In conclusion Mr Wall I would like to make two comments

We sent the WCI report to you folks on March 01, 2002 I recerved your reply as did
John McQuiggen of Volpe on Apni 15,2002 It has been reviewed and back 1n your
hands on the following day

It 15 very important to my wife and I that there 18 expediency mn resolving these 1ssues prior
to April 22,2002 Mr Peronard has set this date to have all parties come together on
behalf of the final signed restoration plan

Yes, obviously WCI did mean Hi-way 37# mstead of Hi-way56# Your contunuous
reference to this fact throughout the letter degrades your professionalism

Will ths response to your letter make you more aware of its inconsistencies? Hopefully 1t
does not frustrate you to have a group of professionals like WCI suggest that there may
very well be vahd problems to address on the lower Ramy Creek drainage

Sincerely,
Mel and Lerah Parker
cc Paul Peronard - EPA cc Peter Borowiec -CDM
John MCQuiggen - Volpe Robert Goltz - CDM

Dawvid F Doyle - CDM

Juhe Borges: - Volpe
Virguua Roach - CDM



